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Changing Structure of Agriculture in Louisiana
Social Areas, 1940-1978
MONIKA ZECHETMAYR, QUENTIN JENKINS,
and Michael McGettigan1
This bulletin is part of a research project undertaken by the Department
of Rural Sociology with the support of the LSU Agricultural Experiment
Station. It was prepared as a service to the people of Louisiana to provide
information regarding socio-agricultural change in the state from 1940 to
1978. It is hoped that documentation of these changes will provide a basis
for comparisons between various socio-cultural areas in the state and other
regions of the United States.
All statistics presented here were compiled from the Census ofAgricul-
ture for selected years 1 940 to 1978 , and the 1978 data were drawn from the
1978 Census of Agriculture (Preliminary Report) for each parish. Due to
changes in the definition of ' 'farm,
'
' these figures are not directly compar-
able over time; however, general trends can be discerned. (See Appendix A
for elaboration on the problem of definition changes.) Consequently, when
considering the variables here presented over time, the percentage figures
stand merely as general estimates.
Following the clustering of Louisiana's 64 parishes (counties) into rural
social areas as delineated by Bertrand (1955), we present data focusing on
the following variables: (1) number of farms, (2) number of farms by size,
(3) average size of farms, (4) the value of farm lands and buildings, and (5)
tenure characteristics. The selection of these variables was based on their
theoretical interrelatedness and their being indicative of trends in the
changing structure of agriculture in Louisiana.
Louisiana Social Areas
Rather than dividing Louisiana into regions directly corresponding to
types of farming areas (see Fielder, 1980: 1), we have elected to partition
(8 the state into "rural social areas. " In developing the delineation of these
* social areas, Bertrand (1955) used seven factors as significant measures of
Former Research Associate, Department of Rural Sociology; Professor, Department of
Sociology and Rural Sociology; and Research Assistant, Department of Rural Sociology,
respectively, LSU, Baton Rouge, La. 70803.
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homogeneity: (1) school expenditures per parish per student, (2) propor-
tion of land in farms, (3) age index, (4) race index, (5) the level of living of
the rural non-farm population, (6) the level of living of the rural farm
population, and (7) the fertility ratio of the rural farm population. As
Bertrand points out, "There is a close relationship between type-farming
and the areas delineated as rural social areas" (1955:32). Although Ber-
trand discerned 10 social areas we have here reduced the number to nine by
combining two non-contiguous areas into one—the North Central Cut-
Over area and the West Central Cut-Over Area, which are virtually identi-
cal in sociocultural characteristics. The nine rural social areas as adapted
for this analysis are as follows (Figure 1):
Area I—The Red River Delta Area: Bossier, Caddo, De Soto, Natch-
itoches, Rapides, and Red River parishes, extending from the northwestern
corner to the central part of the state.
Area II—The North Louisiana Uplands: Bienville, Claiborne, Lincoln,
Ouachita, Union, and Webster parishes, which are largely located in hilly
terrain.
Area III—The Mississippi Delta Area: Catahoula, Concordia, East
Carroll, East Feliciana, Franklin, Madison, Morehouse, Pointe Coupee,
Richland, Tensas, West Carroll, and West Feliciana parishes. This area is
historically associated with large plantation cotton production.
Area IV—North Central and West Central Cut-Over Area: Beauregard,
Caldwell, Grant, Jackson, La Salle, Sabine, Vernon, and Winn parishes.
Area V—The Southwest Rice Area: Acadia, Allen, Calcasieu, Came-
ron, Jefferson Davis, and Vermilion parishes.
Area VI—The South Central Mixed Farming Area: Avoyelles,
Evangeline, Lafayette, and St. Landry parishes. This is a densely popu-
lated intensified farming area.
Area VII—The Sugar Bowl: Ascension, Assumption, Iberia, Iberville,
Lafourche, St. James, St. John, St. Martin, St. Mary, Terrebonne, and
West Baton Rouge parishes, all of which are part of French south Louisi-
ana.
Area VIII—The Florida Parishes: East Baton Rouge, Livingston, St.
Helena, Tangipahoa, and Washington parishes.
Area IX—The New Orleans Truck and Fruit Area: Jefferson,
Plaquemines, St. Bernard, St. Charles, and St. Tammany parishes. Data for
Orleans Parish are included only in Table 1 as this parish is no longer rural.
As each of the five previously listed variables is discussed in the
following pages, tables are provided. Several tables are also to be found in
Appendix B which provide greater detail at both the individual parish level
and social area level.
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I. Red River Delta Area
II. North Louisiana Uplands Area
III. Mississippi Delta Area
IV. North and West Central Cut-Over Area
V. Southwest Rice Area
VI. South Central Mixed Farming Area
VII. The Sugar Bowl Area
VIII. The Florida Parishes
IX. New Orleans Truck and Fruit Area
Figure 1.—Louisiana social areas
Number of Farms
Declining farm numbers are not unique to Louisiana. As consistantly
pointed out in the literature since about 1940, the number of farms in the
* United States has declined rapidly (Merrill, 1978) and continues to decline
* (Heady, 1981) irrespective of changing farm definitions.
The statewide number of farms in 1940, approximately 150,007, de-
clined to a 1978 total of 3 1 ,389, a 79 percent reduction in number of farms
(Table 1). (See Appendix B Table 1-B for parish figures.) The greatest
reductions in numbers of farms has taken place in social areas I through IV
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(North Louisiana) ranging in magnitude from an 86.2 percent reduction in
Area II (North Louisiana Uplands) to a 76.4 percent reduction for Area IV
(North and West Central Cut-Over Area). In 1940, Area II (North Louisi-
ana Uplands) encompassed 12.1 percent of the farms in the state, while in
1978 this number had decreased to 8 percent. Although all nine social areas
display reductions in the number of farms from 1940 to 1978, social areas
V through EX (South Louisiana) have decreases of lesser magnitude rang-
I *ing from 78.4 percent in number of farms in Area VI (South Central Mixed
Farming Area) to a 64.7 percent reduction in Area V (Southwest Rice
Area). Despite the reduction in number of farms in Area V, the area's
percentage of farms in the state as a whole increased from a 1 940 low of 8 .
6
percent to the 1978 rate of 14.5 percent.
The factor Merrill (1978: 250) suggests to have been most influential in
this change in rural areas is the post World War II economy which resulted
in the relocating of many people from rural agricultural areas to indus-
trializing urban areas. Merrill further states:
Since the war, while the United States has grown by 55 million
people, 3 million farms have disappeared in the technological revolu-
tion that is still sweeping agriculture. More than one million people
have abandoned rural lands and towns for the cities so that 75% of our
people are now crowded onto less than 2% of the land.
This "technological revolution" in agriculture has been facilitated,
according to Friedland (1978:256), through the expenditure of millions of
dollars in "the development and dispersal of agricultural technology
through the complex network of the 'agricultural establishment' " in-
cluding "the United States Department of Agriculture, the land-grant
complex of universities, the agricultural experiment stations, and agricul-
tural extension programs." The push for increased efficiency in farming
practices in terms of the introduction of costly technological devices has,
according to Friedland, "continually created a push out of agriculture and
rural society of those farmers who have become defined as 'marginal' at
any given period of time.
'
' Many farmers in Louisiana and elsewhere in the
United States were unable to compete due to the increase in capital expendi-
ture which ' 'has been substituted for labor in production to take advantage
of modern technological advances" (Reiling and Guedry, 1977: 12).
Associated with the decline in the number of farms is change in size of
those farms remaining.
* Size of Farms
Through the years farms in the United States as well as Louisiana, while
decreasing in number, simultaneously tended to increase in size. This trend
in Louisiana has been especially pronounced since 1940 in the rice areas of
the state where soil and climatic conditions as well as increasing demand
for rice in both national and international markets favorably influenced
7
mechanization and the development of larger farms. Cotton was second in
mechanization, followed by family-type farming units of the mixed farm-
ing group (Bertrand, 1951: 9-10)
The larger farms are able to employ both machinery and labor to
maintain or further increase their net income, due to a higher market
capacity resulting from increases in harvested products (Constandse, et al.
1968: 25). This in turn can lead to increasing interest in the purchase of ^
more land to further maximize production as well as minimize taxes.
Smaller farms, or those becoming smaller, according to Constandse, et al.
( 1968:22) "were generally those on which older people remained," with
tendencies toward selling or renting their lands as they grow older. "This
tendency was especially pronounced in the dairy areas" of Louisiana.
There are trends of increasing farm size in all nine social areas (Table 2).
See Appendix B Table 2-B for parish figures. The increases from 1940 to
1978 ranged from a low of approximately 143 percent average size of farm
increase in Areas II (North Louisiana Uplands) and VIII (The Florida
Parishes) to a high of a 633 percent average farm size increase in Area III
(Mississippi Delta Area). Area II is noted for having family size owner-
operated farms with many of the farmers being part-time operators.
Supplementary farm enterprises include beef cattle, dairying, and poultry
production, and crops produced include cotton, some fruit, and various
truck crops.
Similarly, Area VIII is noted as a dairy area which "also has consider-
able acreage of strawberries and vegetable crops "(Bertrand, 1955). On the
other hand, Area III, which had the largest increase in average farm size
between 1940 and 1978, is a region of highly commercial farms focusing
on the production of cotton, beef cattle, hay, and soybeans. In 1978 the
average farm size in this area (484 acres) was somewhat larger than that of
any other social area.
The second and third largest average sized farms in 1978 are respectively
in Area V (Southwest Rice Area), 453 acres, and Area VII (The Sugar
Bowl Area), 436 acres. These two areas also held (although in reverse
order of magnitude) first and second place in the largest average size of
farms in 1940.
In order to grasp more clearly the relationship between the diminishing
number of farms and the increasing average size of farms, we will now
consider the c hanging numbers of farms by size over the years 1940 to
1978.
t
i
Number of Farms By Size
All nine social areas show a substantial decrease in numbers of farms of
179 or fewer acres (Table 3). These decreases range from a high of 30,8 1
1
farms in Area III (Mississippi Delta) to a low of 1 ,909 farms in Area K
8
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Table 3.—Number of farms by size and social areas for selected years 1940-1978
Area I Red River Delta
change in
numbers
(1940) (1950) (1959) (1969) (1974) (1978) 1940-1978
1—49 acres 17,167 11,822 5,167 l,45l 1,004 1,085 -16,082
50-179 acres 4,897 4,031 2,608 1,656 1,507 1,306 -3,591
180-999 acres 1,107 1,261 1,241 1,259 1,032 991 -116
1000 and larger 160 214 246 294 295 277 +117
Area II North Louisiana Uplands
change in 1
numbers
(1940) (1950) (1959) (1969) (1974) (1978) 1940-1978
1 —49 acres 9,465 5,640 2,762 893 677 693 -8,772
50-179 acres 7,310 4,957 2,499 1,432 1,190 1,059 -6,251
180-999 acres 1,567 1,467 1,066 818 654 699 -868
1000 and larger 50 88 82 70 50 62 +12
Ar a III Mississippi Delta
change in
numbers
(1940) (1950) (1959) (1969) (1974) (1978) 1940-1978
1-49 acres 30,001 27,373 7,309 2,547 1,727 1,440 -28,561
50-179 acres 4,172 5,849 4,631 3,131 2,368 1,922 -2,250
180-999 acres 1,122 1,501 1,927 2,463 2,238 2,325 +1 , 203
1000 and larger 310 386 337 591 596 704 +394
Area IV North and West Central Cut-Over Area
Change in
numbers
(1940) (1950) (1959) (1969) (1974) (1978)
-
—77;
—
:
1—49 Acres 10,015 9,204 5,209 1,753 1 355 1 074 -8,941
50—179 acres 3,674 3,645 2,693 1 ,747 1 ,468 1 ,299 -2,357
180— 999 acres 622 668 679 751 685 573 -49
1000 and larger 30 58 55 67 60 79 +49
Area V Southwest Rice Area
change in
numbers
(1940) (1950) (1959) (1969) (1974) (1978) 1940-1978
-——
1—49 acres 7,139 6,680 3,382 1,617 1 ,096 1 , 164 -5,975
50—179 acres s 4,100 2,867 1,967 1,657 1,298 1,169 -2,931
180-999 acres 1,246 1,844 1,889 2,172 1,714 1,725 +479
1000 and larger 97 223 274 330 404 398 +301
Area VI South Central Mixed Farming Area
change in
numbers
(1940) (1950) (1959) (1969) (1974) (1978) 1940-1978
1-49 acres 18,421 15,255 9,230 4,424 2,553 2,034 -16,387
50-179 acres 2,305 2,952 3,070 2,325 1 ,767 1,311 -994
180-999 acres 283 546 740 977 886 1,046 +763
1000 and larger 24 48 56 118 156 188 + 164
(continued)
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Table 3.
—
(Continued)
Area VII The Sugar Bowl Area
change in
numbers
(1940) (1950) (1959) (1969) (1974) (1978) 1940-1978
-——
1—49 acres 6 685 5,708 3,256 1 , 139 857 795 -5,890
50- 179 acres 2 67 7 2,259 1,626 1,203 778 649 -2,028
1 QD—QQQ -inrao 612 812 755 897 703 762 +150
1000 and larger 154 94 117 194 181 213 +59
Area VIII The Florida Parishes
change in
numbers
( 1940) (1950) (1959) (1969) (1974) (1978) 1940-1978
—
1 —49 acres 9 769 9,542 5,460 1 , 921 1 ,419 1,319 -8,450
50- 179 acres 3 131 3,285 2,663 1,754 1,534 1,370 -1,761
lOU 77 7 dLTcs 568 725 715 768 756 854 +286
1000 and larger 46 45 40 40 40 39 -7
Area IX The New Orleans Truck and Fruit Area
change in
numbers
(1940) (1950) (1959) (1969) (1974) (1978) 1940-1978
1-49 acres 2,035 2,052 979 370 362 429 -1,606
50-179 acres 545 576 347 276 197 242 -303
180-999 acres 104 172 117 120 89 88 -16
1000 and larger 25 37 16 23 30 28 +3
Compiled from the Census of Agriculture for the designated years.
(The New Orleans Truck and Fruit Area). From 1940 to 1978 there was a
statewide increase of 1,832 farms of 180 to 999 acres. The change in
numbers of farms of this size ranges from a high of 1 ,203 farms in Area III
to a low (decrease) of 868 farms in Area II (North Louisiana Uplands). All
but one area showed an increase in the number of farms of 1 ,000 acres or
larger; the exception is Area VIII (The Florida Parishes) which showed a
decrease of seven such farms. Those areas having the greatest increase in
numbers of large (1 ,000 acres and larger) farms are Area III, where there
was an increase of 394 such farms, and Area V (Southwest Rice Area) with
an increase of 301 farms.
Hernandez and Acierto (1970: 7) point out that "operators of larger
farms are more likely to see the need for and to acquire certain equipment
and other items of technology than are operators of smaller farms. " The
lower incidence of applying modern technology (machinery, etc.) may
lead to a lower level of market competitiveness and purchasing power for
needed tools and supplies. Smaller farm owners may therefore consider
leaving the increasing farm-market competition to seek more lucrative
sources of income. Small farms may be sold or rented, becoming in effect
parts of larger farms.
The variables mechanization of farming, agricultural market com-
petition, increased efficiency in planting and harvesting, and higher crop
yields all point toward what Taylor and Roberts (1963: 12) refer to as the
'
'shift from traditionalistic to business oriented rural enterprise.
'
'
This shift
over the time period here considered has affected, in addition to the
11
declining number of small farms and increasing number of large farms, the
increasing value of the farms on a per acre basis.
Valuation of Louisiana Agricultural Land
Since 1940 there has been a consistent and considerable increase in rural t
land values in Louisiana's nine social areas. Although the figures in Table 4
are not adjusted for inflation over the years, and the changing definitions of
"farm" have undoubtedly had an influence, some portion of the increase
can be attributed to various changes which have developed in agricultural
production processes. From approximately 1960 to the present the state's
major field crops have been soybeans, rice, and cotton, with sugarcane
production remaining at about the same level as in earlier times. Improve-
ments in fertilizing and the use of chemicals, combined with land clearing
for more farmable acreage, a shift in emphasis from beef cattle to soybeans
(Woolf and Brugmann, 1973:6), as well as the introduction of various high
quality and high yield grasses for grazing and hay (Rabb and Oakes, 1973:
13) are some of the agricultural changes leading to the higher crop yields
and increases in the value of land.
Land is a natural resource, fixed in location, with unique characteris-
tics in terms of its basic composition, appearance, fertility, and
topography. Moreover, the rural land market is usually limited to a
small number of buyers and sellers . Normally there is a larger number
of buyers than sellers (Ramsey and Corty, 1976:2).
In addition, highway networks encourage the development and growth
of rural settlements which attract city dwellers resulting in increases in land
prices. The Mississippi River also has an influence on nearby land values as
port facilities are developed and industries locate along the waterway
(Ramsey and Corty, 1976: 3-5). In all social areas of Louisiana the capital
requirements of agriculture have rapidly increased due to increasing farm
size, the displacement of labor by capital-intensive technology, increasing
land values, and farmers having shifted from non-purchased inputs such as
rainfall and family labor to purchased inputs such as equipment, fertilizer,
and irrigation systems (Johnson, 1972:9).
All nine Louisiana social areas exhibit considerable increases in farm
average value per acre (Table 4; see Appendix B, Table 3-B for Parish
figures). Increases of 1978 average value per acre over the 1940 base figure
range from a low of 1 ,378 percent (approximately 14 times the 1940 value)
for Area IX (New Orleans truck and fruit area) to a high of 4,516 percent
(approximately 45 times the 1940 value) for Area VIII (The Florida
Parishes) . Generally speaking, the average value of farms per acre in South
Louisiana (social areas V through IX) consistantly has been somewhat
greater than those of North Louisiana (areas I through IV).
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Changing Land Tenure
In the state of Louisiana as a whole there has been a considerable
decrease in the number of full owners and tenants from 1940 to 1978
(Table 5). Full owners increased in number from 1940 to 1950 (except in
Area II, North Louisiana Uplands) followed by steady decreases to the
present. Although real numbers of full owners decreased in all social areas
1940-1978 we find that in areas III, V, and VI there were gradual increases g
in relative percentage of state totals.
Most areas show relatively minor fluctuation over the years of numbers
of part owners and percent of the state totals at selected times. However,
rather substantial increases in part owners are noted in areas HI, V, and VI
and a marked decrease in Area VII. At the state wide level, the 1978 total
number of part-owners represents approximately a 33 percent increase over
the figure for 1940.
Throughout the state there has been a rather steady and sizable decrease
in the number of tenants from 1940 to 1978. However certain social areas
warrant further consideration. Social Area III (Mississippi Delta) had, in
1940, the largest proportion of tenant farmers—nearly 31 percent of the
state total. In 1978 this area maintains the same rank position having 28
percent of the tenant farmers in the state. The Southwest Rice Area (V)
increased in percentage of tenant farmers from 7.8 percent in 1940 to 21
percent of the state total in 1978. Likewise, the Sugar Bowl Area (VII)
increased from having 5.6 percent of the state's tenant farmers in 1940 to
15.4 percent of the state total in 1978. (See Appendix, Tables 4-B, 5-B,
and 6-B for parish figures related to full owners, part owners, and tenants
respectively).
Recent Changing Trends
We have considered the general trends in changing Louisiana agriculture
from 1940 to 1978 and found only minimal differences between social
areas. Now we will briefly consider the 1974 to 1978 time frame for which
the data are directly comparable, as the final reports for 1974 and the
preliminary reports for 1978 utilize the same definition of farm which came
into effect in August of 1975.
At the national level, in order that the 1978 data in the Census of
Agriculture (Preliminary Report) be directly comparable to the 1974 data,
the 1978 figures must be adjusted so as not to reflect the estimated national
figures based on area segment samples which were not included in the 1974
Census ofAgriculture . For example, to directly compare the 1974 and 1978
figures on the total number of farms in the United States, we must subtract
the estimated 220,688 farms as discovered through the area segment
sample. Following this procedure we find that nationwide the number of
farms decreased from a 1974 total of 2,314,013 to 2,259,178 in 1978.
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In considering the changing numbers of farms by size, we find that in the
nation as a whole there was a decrease of 97 ,033 farms of 50 to 999 acres in
size. Farms of 1,000 acres or more increased by 6,323 units. More
interesting perhaps is the 1974 to 1978 national increase in number of
farms of 1 to 49 acres which amounted to 35,875 units. The extent to which
this increase in small farms is related to the reversal of the nationwide rural
to urban migration trend which becomes noticeable in the early 1970's
(Beale, 1975 and 1976) remains unclear and will be the focus of a bulletin * -
presently in preparation.
In comparing the national trend related to the 1974 to 1978 change in
number of farms of various sizes with Louisiana trends we find that
although in the nation as a whole there was a 7. 1 percent increase in the
number of small farms ( 1 to 49 acres), there was in Louisiana a 7.4 percent
decrease of farms in that size range (Table 6).
The number of medium-sized farms (50 to 999 acres) decreased for both
the U.S. and Louisiana by nearly 6 percent. However, the increase in the
number of large farms ( 1 ,000 or more acres) in Louisiana was nearly twice
that of the national rate, 7.8 percent and 4.1 percent, respectively.
Finally, we will briefly consider 1974 to 1978 alterations in three major
trends in the structure of agriculture in Louisiana—(1) the decrease in the
number of farms, (2) the increase in the size of farms, and (3) the decrease
in the number of tenant farmers. In examining Appendix B, Tables 1,2,
and 3 which present parish as well as social area data, we find numerous
exceptions to the trends noted above which appear almost exclusively in the
1978 data columns, suggesting possible initial alterations in the general
historical trends.
The first trend to be considered is the decrease in the number of farms in
the state. Between 1974 and 1978 a total of 23 parishes showed an increase
in the number of farms, and three parishes showed no change (Appendix B
,
Table 1-B). This resulted in three social areas (areas IV, V, and IX)
exhibiting by 1978 an increase in number of farms during the previous 4
years.
Table 6.—Change in number and percent of farms of various sizes in the United States
and Louisiana from 1974 to 1978
United States Louisiana
Farm size Percent Percent
in acres 1974 1978 change 1974 1978 change
1-49 507,797 543,672 +7.1 10,942 10,129 -7.4
50-999 1,651,279 1,554,246 -5.9 20,462 19,291 -5.7
1,000 and larger 154,937 161,260 +4.1 1,836 1,979 +7.8
From 1978 Census of Agriculture (preliminary report)
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The second trend is the increase in size of farms in acres. In 1978, the
average-sized farms in 20 of the 63 parishes actually decreased in size from
the 1974 average farm acreage (Appendix B, Table 2-B). Sufficient pro-
portions of these parishes were clustered that social areas IV, V, and IX
showed an overall decrease in size of farms from 1974 to 1978.
The third trend here considered concerns the numbers of tenant farmers
which have fairly consistently decreased in all parishes from 1940 to 1974
*(Table 6-B). However, in 1978 we find that there was an increase in the
number of tenants over the 1974 figure in 28 parishes which are sufficiently
clustered to result in increases in tenant farmers in four social areas (III, IV,
V, and VIII).
In summary then, we find that the following social areas are in various
respects unique in manifesting at least temporary trend reversals between
1974 and 1978:
a) Area III (Mississippi Delta Area)—an increase in the number of
tenant farmers.
b) Area IV (North Central and West Central Cut-Over Area)—the
number of farms is increasing, and farms here are getting smaller on the
average. Also, the number of tenant farmers is increasing.
c) Area V (The Southwest Rice Area)—the number of farms is increas-
ing and farms here are getting smaller on the average. Also, the number of
tenant farmers is increasing.
d) Area VIII (The Florida Parishes)—there is an increase in the
number of tenant farmers.
e) Area DC (The New Orleans Truck and Fruit Area)—the number of
farms is increasing and the average farm was smaller in 1978 than 1974.
At the national level, since the early 1970's, there has appeared the trend
of increasing numbers of large farms in high quality farming areas as
commercial farms increase in number through absorbing smaller farms and
bringing new areas into production. In Louisiana this trend is exemplified
by Area III (Mississippi Delta Area) and Area VII (Sugar Bowl Area)
where there was an increase in the number of farms of 180 acres and larger
and a decrease in the number of farms of 1 to 179 acres between 1974 and
1978 (Table 3). However, this trend does not appear to hold true for other
large-scale commercial farming areas in the state such as Area I (Red River
Delta) and Area V (Southwest Rice Area).
Along with the above mentioned national trend there is also evidenced
the trend toward increasing numbers of small farms in those areas consid-
* ered non-commercial or less than prime farming areas. This trend is
8 approximated in Louisiana in Area II (North Louisiana Uplands) where
there is evidence of a moderate increase in the number of small (1 to 49
acres) farms and Area DC (New Orleans Truck and Fruit Area) where we
find a large increase in the number of small farms (1 to 179 acres) and
virtually no increase in the number of larger farms (Table 3). However,
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other areas which might be considered less commercial (relatively small
average farm size) such as Area IV (North and West Central Cut-Over
Area), Area VI (South Central Mixed Farming Area), and Area VIII
(Florida Parishes) do not appear to follow the national trend as small farms
are decreasing and large farms are increasing in number.
It appears then that some of the recent national trends are not at present
clearly evident in Louisiana. We anticipate that further research and
analysis of Census of Agriculture data along with analysis of changing''
'
demographic characteristics will contribute to our understanding of the
changing structure of agriculture in Louisiana.
Conclusions
American agriculture has undergone considerable change since 1940.
Along with the continued migration of large numbers of people from rural
agricultural to urban industrial areas the need for agricultural workers di-
minished sharply with the development and dispersal of agricultural
technology. As T. Lynn Smith (1974:48) points out: "At various times and
in many places the resort to the use of mechanical equipment in farming
processes undoubtedly came as a response to the lack ofhuman hands to do
the work on the farm. ' ' He goes on to note, however, that ' 'the remarkable
development of motors and machines" for agricultural production
'
'coupled with national agricultural policies of allotments and systems of
benefit payments that grossly favored and heavily subsidized the large
producers . . . has served to force the small general and subsistence farmer
from the land.
"
Investment in expensive technology increased production while those
unable to make such investments or unwilling to make the transition from
traditionalistic to business-oriented rural enterprise, have tended to leave
farming. Simultaneously . . .
There has been a shift in entrepreneurial control and economic power
away from the farm. There has arisen an organizational complex of
farming operations and corporations supplying inputs or marketing
products, no longer mediated by a competitive market. The degree of
this development varies by type of products. (Gross, etal., 1980:95).
It may be that some form of the small family farm will "survive" but it
must adapt and adjust to an increasingly centralized economic system and a
cost-price squeeze led by increasingly scarce energy (gas , oil , and fertilizers
especially) if it is to provide the commodities needed by our heavily t
urbanized, growing population. If an alteration of the trend toward ' 'super- *
farms" is viewed as desirable by society it appears that some measures
must ". . .be used to restrain growth to superfarm sizes" (Heady, 1981:
25). Such desirability remains a question for further consideration and
research.
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Appendix A
Farm:
Because of changing definitions employed by United States Census of
Agriculture, direct comparisons of the figures over time are not possible.
However, general trends can be discerned. We will here consider the
changing definition of "farm" to indicate the nature of the problem.
For the 1940 census of agriculture a farm was defined in part as a place of
3 or more acres producing agricultural products worth $150 or more, or a
place of less than 3 acres producing agricultural products worth at least
$250. The 1950 census defined a farm as a place of 3 or more acres
producing $150 or more in products annually. Those places of less than 3
acres were also considered farms if the annual production value was $150
or more excluding home gardens. In the 1959, 1969, and 1974 (preliminary
report) census years, a "farm" was defined as 10 or more acres with a $50
or more annual value of agricultural products as well as units of less than 10
acres when $250 or more worth of products was sold. The 1974 (final
reports) and 1978 definition of "farm" is any place from which $1 ,000 or
more of agricultural products were sold or normally would have been sold
during the census year. As Reiling and Wiegmann (1979:20) point out,
Each change in the definition of a farm reduced the number of units
that were classified as a farm, thus causing part of the decrease in the
number of farms. Some of the units should probably never have been
classified as farms in the first place. Their inclusion overstated a base
for measurement which now leads to an overstatement of the extent of
decline in farm numbers.
Additionally, the Census of Agriculture reports an inflated number of
farms because a plantation with X number of sharecroppers is counted as X
separate farms. As a result, some of the decline in number of farms,
... in Louisiana and in the South, is more fictitious than real. The
same farm unit is still there, operated now by hired labor rather than
share croppers and, as a result, it's now counted as one farm rather
than a dozen or twenty (Wiegmann, 1961:4)
An additional problem affecting the comparability of 1978 parish
(county) data to state, regional, and United States data centers on the
problem of data collection. According to the 1978 Census of Agriculture
preliminary report, "the 1978 census data collection program was the first
to include an area segment sample to provide reliable estimates, for states,
regions, and the United States, of the number and characteristics of any
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farms not represented in the mail portion of the census. " These estimates
are not included in county totals. These estimates have resulted in the
discovery of an estimated additional 7,584 "farms" in Louisiana as cur-
rently defined. The summation of parish numbers of farms as reported in
the 1978 Census ofAgriculture—Preliminary Report (for parishes) equals
31,389, while the adjusted figure for the state of Louisiana is 38,973 or an
increase of about 24 percent in number of farms.
^
Farms by Size:
Farms were classified by size according to the total land area established
for each farm. The same classification was used for all states. According to
definition, a farm is essentially an operating unit, not an ownership tract.
All land operated by one person or partnership represents one farm. In the
case of a landlord who has assigned land to croppers or other tenants, the
land assigned to each cropper or tenant is considered a separate farm even
though the landlord may operate the entire landholding as one unit in
respect to supervision, equipment, rotation practice, purchase of supplies,
or sale of products. In some parts of the south, a special Landlord-Tenant
Questionnaire was used to assure an accurate enumeration of each unit
within a multiple-unit operation. A change was made in the size classifica-
tion for 1959, as contrasted with several preceding years, by subdividing
the 1 ,000-acre-and-over group and by combining two previously recog-
nized groups, i.e., 10 to 29 acres and 30 to 49 acres.
Value of Land and Buildings:
The enumerator was instructed to record the market value of the land and
the buildings on that land. Market value was defined as the price which the
farm operator would expect to receive for the land and buildings if he were
to sell them on the day of enumeration. This classification also applies to
value/farms and value/acre. The dollar values reported are not directly
comparable from year to year as indicating actual changes in the production
potential of farms since the dollar figures are not adjusted for inflation.
Also, because of changing definitions of "farm," which in part reflects
concern with the inflation factor, we assume that small and/or marginally
productive units are being deleted which too would tend to raise the average
value per acre of farms. We cannot assume equal distribution throughout
the state of farms so deleted.
Farm Operators: t
This is a person who operates a farm, either performing the labor himself '
or directly supervising it. The Census definition of a farm is on the basis of
operating units, rather than ownership tracts. A farm may be held under
different tenures, or one tract may be owned and another tract rented by the
farm operator. Similarly, when a landowner has several tenants, renters, or
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croppers, the land operated by each is considered a separate farm. There-
fore, the number of farm operators, for all practical purposes is identical
with the number of farms and these items are used interchangeably.
Farms by Tenure of Operator:
a. Full Owners operate only land they own.
b . Part Owners operate land they own and also land rented from others
.
i c. Tenants rent from others or work on shares for others all the land
they operate. They are further classified on the basis of rental arrangements
in regard to the payment of cash rent, sharing of crops, of livestock or
livestock products, and the furnishing of work power by the landlord.
Appendix B
The Tables herein are expanded versions of those found in the text in that
data is presented at the parish as well as Social Area level.
Table 1-B Number and percent of farms
2-B Average Size of Farms
3-B Average Value per Acre
4-B Number of Full Owners
5-B Number of Part Owners
6-B Number of Tenants
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Table 1-B.—Number and percent of farms in Louisiana parishes and social areas for
selected years 1940-1978
AREA I (Red River 1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Delta)
Bossier 3,079 2,018 1,286 537 432 419
Caddo 5,061 3,400 1,532 807 656 612
DeSoto 4,397 2,689 1,670 877 688 662
Natchitoches 4,886 3,564 1,761 881 802 686 •
Rapides 3,368 3,855 2,338 1 ,130 1,053 986
Red River 2,338 1,804 720 428 327 294
Area Total 23,129 17,330 9,307 4,660 3,958 3,659
Percent (15.4) (14.0) (12.5) (11.6) (11.9) (11.6)
AREA II (North La.
Uplands)
Bienville 3,083 2,126 976 548 386 349
Claiborne 3,758 2,568 1,198 535 414 390
Lincoln 2,842 1,949 835 482 383 330
Ouchita 2,499 1,615 972 4 99 384 460
Union 3,248 1,899 1,230 574 493 498
Webster 2,785 1 ,930 1,210 545 511 486
Area Total 18,215 12,087 6,421 3,183 2,571 2,513
Percent (12.1) (9.7) (8.6) (7.5) (7.7) (8.0)
AREA III (Mississippi 1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Delta)
Catahoula 2,219 1,668 995 671 530 574
Concordia 1,824 1,308 710 443 365 419
East Carroll 2,876 2,038 759 445 387 374
East Feliciana 1,971 1,669 900 503 502 449
Franklin 5,865 4,739 2,654 1,701 1 ,272 1 ,077
Madison 2,524 1,669 735 443 358 409
Morehouse 3,744 3,166 1,462 726 511 450
Point Coupee 2 ,828 2 , 235 1 ,299 811 600 566
Richland 4,866 3,585 1,887 1,146 877 734
Tensas 2,371 1,705 750 459 338 334
West Carroll 3,275 2,570 1,615 1 ,163 971 831
West Feliciana 1,253 801 495 221 218 184
Area Total 35,616 27,153 14,261 87,332 6,929 6,401
Percent (23.7) (21.9) (19.2) (20.6) (20.8) (20.4)
AREA IV (North and West
Central Cut-Over Area)
Beauregard 1 709 1,702 1,045 828 695 798
Caldwell 1 252 1,111 660 333 276 284
Grant 1 423 1,481 857 347 302 282
Jackson 1 638 993 519 232 269 229
LaSalle 704 851 666 283 196 212
Sabine 2 540 1,918 1,337 566 460 472
Vernon 1 885 1,991 1,398 575 523 535
Winn 1 641 1,373 750 218 237 211
Area Total 12 792 11,420 7,232 3,382 2,958 3,023
Percent (8.5) (9.2) (9.7) (8.0) (8.9) (9.6)
(continued)
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Table 1-B.
—
(Continued)
AREA V (Southwest
Rice Area)
1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Acadia
Allen
Calcasieu
Cameron
Jefferson Davis
Vermilion
3 , 937
1,302
842
1,665
3,392
3 346
1,295
1 896
*592
1,553
3,180
2 471
*767
771
479
1,049
2,299
1 ,453
523
739
423
897
1,738
1,025
369
665
329
652
1,475
1,026
394
692
397
652
1,395
Area Total
Percent
12,914
(8.6)
11,862
(9.6)
7,836
(10.5)
5,773
(13.6)
4,515
(13.6)
4, 556
(14.5)
AREA VI (South Central
La. Mixed Farming)
Avoyelles
Evangeline
Lafayette
St. Landry
5,242
4,578
3,441
7,883
4,563
3,892
2,977
7,369
3,098
2,706
2,272
5,029
2,009
1,519
1,452
2,864
1,521
932
1,009
1,900
1,419
777
813
1,570
Area Total
Percent
21,144
(14.1)
18,801
(15.1)
13,105
(17.6)
7,844
(18.6)
5,362
(16.1)
4,579
(14.6)
AREA VII (The Sugar
Bowl Area)
Ascension 1,411
Assumption 551
Iberia 1,314
Iberville 741
Lafourche 1,120
St. James 434
St. John 181
St. Martin 2,440
St. Mary 387
Terrebonne 917
West Baton Rouge 501
Area Total
Percent
AREA VIII (The
Florida Parishes)
East Baton Rouge
Livingston
St. Helena
Tangipahoa
Washington
Area Total
Percent
9,997
(6.7)
1940
1,853
2,162
1,709
4,521
3,261
13,506
(9.0)
1,455
409
1,069
681
1,058
406
195
2,238
391
726
404
9,032
(7.3)
1950
1,981
2,397
1,533
4,551
3,190
13,652
(11.0)
896
307
805
425
758
208
83
1,432
271
428
269
5,882
(7.9)
1959
1,103
1,520
1,045
2,985
2,266
8,919
(12.0)
293
194
591
286
519
145
47
774
216
217
141
3,423
(8.1)
1969
675
489
594
1,513
1,212
4,483
(10.6)
24 3
143
401
241
356
117
48
566
148
129
116
2,508
(7.5)
557
479
489
1,190
1,039
3,754
(11.3)
255
145
401
234
399
1 16
42
434
113
131
119
2,389
(7.6)
1978
538
459
413
1,155
917
3,482
(11.1)
AREA IX (New Orleans
Truck and Fruit Area)
Jefferson 284 254
Orleans 199 110
Plaquemines 602 596
St. Bernard 111 170
St. Charles 253 259
St. Tammany 1,245 1.455
119
69
419
53
110
705
Area Total
Percent
State Wide Total
Percent*
2,694
(1.8)
2,844
(2.3)
150,007
(99.9)
124,181
(100.1)
1,475
(2.0)
74,438
(100.0)
54
0
111
27
71
526
789
(1.9)
42,269
(99.9)
*Deviations from 100 percent due to rounding error.
Compiled from Census of Agriculture for the designated years
37
0
102
21
60
458
678
(2.0)
33,233
(99.8)
70
0
126
29
55
507
787
(2.5)
31,389
(99.9)
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Table 2-B.—Average size of farms in areas by parish and social areas for selected
years 1940-1978
AREA I (Red River 1940 1950 1959 1 969 1974 1978
Delta)
Bossier 71 94 181 338 302 303
Caddo 58 84 176 344 383 385
DeSoto 70 123 178 281 273 290
Natchitoches 57 81 153 304 314 370
Rapides 67 70 112 175 203 196
Red River 71 96 209 307 367 447
Social Area Average X=66 X=91 X=168 X=292 X= 307 X=332
AREA II (North La.
Uplands)
Bienville 82 99 127 1 74 1 58 188
Claiborne 94 123 158 212 218 249
Lincoln QQOO 97 142 1 60 170 186
Ouachita 69 88 126 224 236 238
Union 77 105 114 156 154 161
Webster 82 99 121 1 90 162 17 3
Social Area Average X=82 X=102 X= 1 3
1
X= 186 X= 183 X~ 199
—
AREA III (Mississippi
Delta)
Catahoula 48 80 125 304 ion 444
Concordia 93 1 30 2 94 537 601 633
East Carroll 44 93 2 36 474 5 9
1
629
East Feliciana 98 147 222 367 309 1 1 Q
Franklin 41 64 1 16 192 240 290
Madison 67 142 282 548 665 652
Morehouse 56 64 1 44 370 549 632
Point Coupee 70 105 180 282 328 360
Richland A *a^ j -j ^ 134 230 313 369
Tensas 88 157 32 7 512 677 709
West Carroll 46 68 114 169 190 220
West Feliciana 101 198 279 550 574 554
Social Area Average X=66 X=110 X=204 X=378 X=452 X=484
AREA IV (North and West 1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Central Cut-Over Area)
Beauregard
Caldwell
Grant
Jackson
LaSalle
Sabine
Vernon
Winn
Social Area Average
67 101 153 190 230 205
61 70 104 184 219 248
58 68 93 181 184 188
79 78 91 125 143 120
49 50 52 77 89 102
67 78 99 146 140 132
56 52 70 110 175 142
64 61 78 117 123 153
X=63 X=70 X=92 X=141 X=163 X=161
AREA V (Southwest
Rice Area)
Acadia 76 95 137 231 327
Allen 79 91 196 308 404
Calcasieu 102 212 608 546 614
Cameron 85 282 452 679 746
Jefferson Davis 162 226 339 408 503
Vermilion 93
_
127
_
168
_
226
_
254
Social Area Average X=100 X=172 X=317 X=400 X=475
328
344
589
658
527
272
=453
AREA VI (South Central
La. Mixed Farming)
Avoyelles 33 51 74
Evangeline 40 54 80
Lafayette 40 44 62
St. Landry 36 44 _ 62
Social Area Average X=37 X=48 X=70
26
128
146
94
117
X=98
172
222
111
163
X=167
217
283
132
207
X=210
(continued)
Table 2-B. —(Continued)
AREA VII (The Sugar
Bowl Area)
1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Ascension 44 108 479 695 894 1 ,497
Assumption 50 86 16 3 434 546 1,118
Iberia 58 117 226 420 690 1,455
Ibervil le 44 99 193 483 589 1,185
Lafourche 30 77 164 441 531 791
St. James 46 85 229 821 1 ,071 1,897
St. John 77 89 209 1,287 1,284 1,932
St. Martin 46 100 193 386 563 912
St. Mary 35 89 176 396 493 1,140
Terrebonne 45 117 186 426 550 1,081
West Baton Rouge 125 125 283 466 838 1,551
Social Area Average X=54 X=99 X=227 X=569 X=732 X= 1,324
AREA VIII (The
Florida Parishes)
East Baton Rouge 41
Livingston 35
St. Helena 17
Tangipahoa 33
Washington
_
24
Social Area Average X=30
131
128
65
110
66
X=100
394
307
128
238
176
X=249
739
461
290
424
313
X=445
975
1,003
528
716
645
X=773
1,821
1 ,726
855
1 ,289
1,234
X=l ,385
AREA IX (New Orleans
Truck and Fruit Area)
Jefferson
Plaquemines
St. Bernard
St. Charles
St. Tammany
Social Area Average
171
55
111
41
33
X=82
160
145
182
93
105
X=137
558
307
947
373
210
X=479
1 ,023
300
289
384
532
X=506
994
537
577
404
995
X=701
Compiled from Census of Agriculture for designated years
1,592
897
64 2
968
1,959
X=l,212
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Table 3-B.—Average value of farms per acre by parish and social areas for selected
years 1940-1978 in whole una djusted d ollars
AREA I (Red River 1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Delta)
Bossier 45 75 193 276 521 912
Caddo 60 102 187 277 418 841
DeSoto 19 44 98 174 338 634
Natchitoches 30 64 111 234 455 843
Rapides 49 108 214 419 594 1,141
Red River 30 47 126 211 362 777
Social Area Average X=39 X=73 X=155 X=265 X=448 X=858
AREA II (North La.
Uplands)
Bienville 16 34 95 168 333 627
Claiborne 18 44 87 171 306 564
Lincoln 21 57 119 251 427 774
Ouachita 37 100 230 385 684 1,200
Union 17 42 97 183 427 717
Webster 23
_
53
_
134 183
_
352 732
Social Area Average X=22 X=55 X=127 X=224 X=422 X=769
AREA III (Mississippi
Delta)
Catahoula 30 59 115 245 415 824
Concordia 26 61 1 19 242 404 76
1
East Carroll 55 64 156 36 3 516 1,079
East Feliciana 17 43 132 241 46 1 895
Franklin 38 72 127 299 478 88
Madison 42 59 148 318 497 1 , 045
Morehouse 35 69 127 298 475 1,029
Point Coupee 40 87 124 253 454 950
Richland 41 72 130 275 414 942
Tensas 34 50 121 256 439 915
West Carroll 41 76 124 295 428 960
West Feliciana 27 31 99 259 410 686
Social Area Average X=36 X=62 X=127 X»279 X=449 X=914
AREA IV (North and West 1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Central Cut-Over Area)
Beauregard 21 45 119 229 437 769
Caldwell 26 69 128 292 394 788
Grant 30 66 189 240 576 803
Jackson 17 50 112 217 368 819
LaSalle 23 69 164 331 443 901
Sabine 17 48 100 201 369 750
Vernon 18 45 125 214 437 714
Winn 18 50 117 201 340 724
Social Area Average X=21 X=55 X=132 X=241 X=420 X=784
AREA V (Southwest
Rice Area)
Acadia 54 1 38 244 368 560 1,083
Allen 21 74 190 230 433 781
Calcasieu 36 95 185 286 505 743
Cameron 21 49 149 162 366 662
Jefferson Davis 40 106 212 325 502 958
Vermilion 46 113 229 384 553 1,120
Social Area Average X=36 X=96 X=202 X=292 X=486 X=891
AREA VI (South Central
La. Mixed Farming)
Avoyelles 57 92 161 307 575 1,009
Evangeline 39 104 196 316 532 958
Lafayette 71 188 386 650 973 2,198
St. Landry 52 136 240 339 516 1,085
Social Area Average X=55 X=130 X=246 X=403 X=649 X=l ,298
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(continued)
Table 3-B.—(Continued)
AREA VII (The Sugar 1940
Bowl Area)
1959 1969 1974 1978
Ascension 53 78 100 219 232
231
249 309 437 536 533Assumption 171 ^ "r
84 126 172 222 275 318
164 283 428 459 447
238 312 394 573 520
171 254 392 402 437
Iberia
Iberville 126
Lafourche 228
* St. James 133
John 176 245 394 480 560
500
St. Martin 53 55 68 28 62
203
St. Mary 293 411 516 561
794 807
n, Z I9S 160 235 461 468 494Terrebonne 125 iou
West Baton Rouge _ 91
Social Area Average X=139
126 201 _ 392 _ 323 _ 311
X=184 X=258 X=374 X=435 X=436
AREA VIII (The
Florida Parishes)
East Baton Rouge 82 88 137 198 222
199
Livingston 38 39 44 92 90
97
St. Helena 66 63 86 120 39
152
Tangipahoa 43
Washington _ 66
Social Area Average X=59
46 62 105 126 133
72 _ 86 _ 113 121 _ 135
X=62 X=83 X=126 X=140 X=i43
AREA IX (New Orleans
Truck and Fruit Area)
Jefferson 41 124 141 166 206
257
Plaquemines 76 101 94 286 3 4 375
52 62 242 263 357 232
233 399 474 951 505
87 112 152
_
142
_
139
St. Bernard
St. Charles 114
St . Tammany 63
-,,,>
Social Area Average X=69 X=121 X-1 98 X=268 X=406
X=302
Compiled from Census of Agriculture for the designated Years
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Table 4-B.—Numbers of full owners with area percent of state totals for se lected years
by parish and social areas
Area I (Red River 1 940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Delta)
Bossier 1,024 1,018 899 330 281 258
Caddo 1,071 1,092 701 433 353 308
DeSoto 1 j JOl 1 371 1 101 608 477 449
Natchitoches 1,485 1,578 1,162 590 583 429
Rapides 1,582 2,756 1,662 704 704 621
Red River 494 641 433 273 200 172
Area Total 7,017 8,456 5,958 2,938 2,598 2,237
Percent (13.3) (13.5) (13.5) (11.9) (12.9) (12.8)
Area II (North La.
Up lands)
Bienville 1,328 1,403 740 415 280 263
Claiborne 1,083 1,101 733 376 293 269
Lincoln 1,102 1,158 690 383 284 231
Ouachita 935 908 685 336 279 300
Union 1,670 1,114 986 466 398 375
Web s t er 1,024 1,149 891 387 369 322
Area Total 7,142 6,833 4, 725 2,363 1,906 1,760
Percen t (13. 5) (10. 9) (10, 7) (9.6) (9.5) (10.1)
Area III (Mississippi 1940 1 9 50 1959 1969 1974 1978
Delta)
Catahoula 607 674 633 389 296 255
Concordia 327 416 364 204 166 147
East Carroll 471 56 3 339 191 154 121
East Feliciana 568 774 614 343 366 302
Franklin 1,180 1,353 1,035 891 658 449
Madison 239 377 329 209 178 163
Morehouse 588 936 634 375 280 159
Point Coupee 516 637 487 353 296 238
Richland 1,040 981 736 609 478 312
Tensas 327 343 278 205 173 115
West Carroll 1,216 1,223 812 628 499 396
West Feliciana 200 217 140 90 113 89
Area Total 7,279 8,494 6 , 401 4 , 48 7 3,657 2 746
Percent (14.0) (13.5) (14.5) (18.2) (18. 2)
TXT /M U JITArea IV (North and West 1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Central Cu t ~Ove r Ar ea
)
Beauregard 1,288 1,327 836 606 505 548
Caldwell 731 772 523 213 168 169
Grant 746 1,035 708 249 234 201
Jackson 812 769 474 198 229 173
LaSalle 498 700 545 227 153 150
Sabine 1,488 1,579 1,115 493 383 351
Vernon 1,365 1,745 1,225 473 432 422
Winn 1 , 103 1,137 693 175 206 162
Area Total 8,031 9 , 064 6,119 2,634 2 , 310 2,176
Percent (15.2) (15.1) (13. 8) (10. 7) (11.5) (12.5)
Area V (Southwest
Rice Area)
Acadia 1,052 1,145 1,013 646 445 408
Allen 795 951 534 301 190 202
Calcasieu 852 1,352 405 301 301 312
Cameron 319 333 334 227 147 186
Jefferson Davis 448 707 456 290 229 199
Vermilion 1,164 1,334 1,027 731 691 612
Area Total 4,630 5,822 3,769 2,496 2,003 1,919
Percent (8.8) (9.3) (8.5) (10.1) (10.0) (11.0)
i
*
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Table 4- B. —(Continued)
Area VI (South Central 1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
La. Mixed Farming)
Avoyelles
Evangeline
Lafayette
St. Landry
1 , 598
1,213
960
1,768
2,138
1,531
1,058
2,359
1 747
1,238
992
2,049
1 176
830
830
1,643
879
580
588
1,237
663
399
507
887
Area Total
Percent
5,539
(10.5)
7,086
(11.3)
6,029
(13.6)
4,479
(18.2)
3,284
(16.3)
2,456
(14.1)
Area VII (The Sugar
Bowl Area
Ascension
Assumption
Iberia
Iberville
Lafourche
St. James
St . John
St. Martin
St. Mary
Terrebonne
West Baton Rouge
812
248
387
219
403
143
67
519
133
464
75
1,140
213
429
323
516
231
117
634
125
498
188
680
130
383
167
348
J J
37
605
80
265
104
170
41
225
78
172
22
9
297
55
87
52
141
45
169
65
119
24
16
266
53
4 3
146
42
179
56
133
21
13
195
27
62
48
Percent
3,470
(6.5)
4,414
(7.0)
2,876
(6.5)
1,208
(4.9)
989
(4.9)
922
(5.3)
Area VIII (The 1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Florida Parishes)
East Baton Rouge 1,021 1,493 861 ^0 7 36 7 3 J 5
Livingston 1 ,473 2 , 087 1,393 421 JO J 3 70
St. Helena 881 958 751 450 372 294
Tangipahoa 2,697 3,585 2,414 1,172 927 856
Washington 1,932 2,252 1,728 967 827 652
Area Total 8 , 004 10,375 7,147 3 ,417 2,878 2 50 7
Percent (15. 2) (16. 5) (16
.
1) /TO Q \ (±**. J J CIA A
1
!
Area IX (New Orleans
Truck and Fruit Area)
Jefferson 134 1 79 81 26 1
6
Plaquemine 462 451 364 66 72 89
St. Bernard 39 113 46 1
7
1 5 20
St. Charles 84 164 54 22 1
1
18
St . Tammany 987 1,279 650 433 387 416
Area Total 1,706 2,186 1,195 564 501 586
Percent (3.2) (3.5) (2.7) (2.3) (2.5) (3.4)
Statewide Total 52,758 62,730 44,216 24,586 20,127 17,399
Percent* (100.2) (100.6) (100.0) (99.8) (100.1) (99.4)
*Deviations from 100 percent due to rounding error.
Compiled from Census of Agriculture for designated years.
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Table 5-B.—Number of part owners with area percent of state totals for selected years
by parish and social areas
AREA I (Red River 1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Delta)
Boss ier 117 206 174 134 107 114
Caddo 275 185 216 225 189 199
DeSoto 186 266 256 178 146 161 |
Natchitoches 194 239 176 199 146 192 T
Rapides 162 238 295 265 240 267
Red River 97 164 103 107 95 96
Area Total 1,031 1,298 1,220 1,108 923 1,029
Percent (14.0)
a '
(11.1) (10.7) (10.1) (10.5) (10.5)
AREA II (North La.
Uplands^
Bienville 148 215 123 104 66 74
Claiborne 193 220 156 112 84 100
Lincoln 177 163 61 80 67 83
Ouachita 82 102 97 102 66 115
Union 137 215 120 79 77 104
Webster 137 163 144 126 107 130
Area Total 874 1,078 701 603 467 606
Percent (11.9) (9.2) (6.1) (5.5) (5.3) (6.2)
AREA III (Mississippi 1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Delta)
Catahoula 28 129 123 191 171 223
Concordia 34 47 93 166 132 187
East Carroll 33 163 182 173 147 158
East Feliciana 43 112 91 104 93 119
Franklin 75 437 478 546 419 476
Madison 33 128 155 155 121 170
Morehouse 80 214 240 232 152 184
Point Coupee 86 260 254 203 175 193
Richland 78 279 390 368 265 315
Tensas 29 128 118 128 102 129
West Carroll 71 268 404 383 356 315
West Feliciana 39 49 58 61 66 68
Area Total 629 2,214 2 ,586 2,710 2 ,199 2 ,537
Percent (8.5) (18.9) (22.7) (24 .8) (25 .1) (25.8)
AREA IV (North and West
Central Cut—Over Area)
Beauregard 48 130 131 165 153 201
Caldwell 34 80 76 86 87 92.
Grant 41 102 63 70 51 69
Jackson 94 56 21 27 31 45
LaSalle 42 55 51 35 33 54
Sabine 69 99 94 64 59 100
Vernon 115 86 98 87 78 102
Winn 77 64 22 33 21 39
Area Total 520 672 556 567 513 702
Percent (7.1) (5.7) (4.9) (5.2) (5.8) (7.1)
t
i
(continued) ^
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Table 5-B. —(Continued)
AREA V (Southwest
Rice Area)
1940 1950 1959 1969 1974
1978
Acadia
Allen
Calcasieu
Cameron
Jefferson Davis
' Vermilion
345
110
131
41
227
436
468
131
212
108
349
696
520
139
226
91
322
729
490
157
252
138
320
669
389
132
225
135
245
513
383
136
253
158
276
515
Area Total
Percent
1 290
(17.5)
1,964
(16.8)
2,027
(17.8)
2,026
(18.6)
1,639
(18.7)
1,721
(17.5)
AREA VI (South Central
La. Mixed Farming)
Voyelles
Evangeline
Lafayette
St. Landry
478
115
200
145
805
274
260
420
727
308
379
490
631
329
337
542
518
246
262
420
590
283
210
465
Area Total
Percent
939
(12.7)
1,759
(15.0)
1,904
(16.7)
1,839
(16.8)
1,446
(16.5)
1,548
(15.7)
Area VII (The Sugar
Bowl Area)
Ascension
Assumption
Iberia
Iberville
Lafourche
St. James
St. John
St. Martin
St . Mary
Terrebonne
West Baton Rouge
141
83
208
91
222
115
32
210
71
137
75
169
93
240
114
226
84
37
329
105
112
56
142
84
220
116
207
82
27
285
79
85
62
81
59
221
91
185
57
19
240
83
70
56
68
38
141
93
120
36
10
17 7
39
42
36
73
48
135
84
121
56
12
146
43
35
43
Area Total
Percent
1,385
(18.8)
1,565
(13.4)
1,389
(12.2)
1,162
(10.6)
800
(9.1)
796
(8.1)
Area VIII (The
Florida Parishes)
1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
East Baton Rouge
Livingston
St. Helena
Tangipahoa
Washington
120
64
98
100
170
166
88
159
171
271
157
56
139
253
303
181
54
113
249
192
136
81
97
200
186
149
78
93
232
229
Area Total
Percent
552
(7.5)
855
(7.3)
908
(8.0)
789
(7.2)
700
(8.0)
781
(7.9)
Area IX (New Orleans
Truck and Fruit Area)
Jefferson
Plaquemines
St. Bernard
St. Charles
St. Tammany
33
26
19
40
28
21
57
32
159
36
20
21
2
34
31
11
17
3
15
68
8
16
3
7
44
9
24
4
12
62
Area Total
Percent
146
(2.0)
305
(2.6)
108
(0.9)
114
(1.0)
78
(0.9)
111
(1.1)
Statewide Total
Percent*
7,365
(100.0)
11,710
(100.0)
11,399
(100.0)
10,918
(99.8)
8,765
(99.9)
9,831
(99.9)
*Deviations from 100 percent due to rounding error.
Compiled from Census of Agriculture for designated years.
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Table 6-B.—Number of tenants with area percent of state totals for selected years by
parish and social areas
AREA I (Red River 1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Delta)
Bossier 1,919 790 205 73 44 51
Caddo 3,694 2,097 597 149 1 14 105
DeSoto 2,847 1,044 303 91 65 52
Natchitoches 3,190 1,725 415 92 73 65
Rapides 1,602 844 369 161 109 98
Red River 1,737 992 181 48 32 26
Area Total 14,989 7,492 2,070 614 437 397
Percent (16.8) (15.2) (11.3) (9.1) (10.0) (9.1)
AREA II (North La.
Uplands
Bienville 1,604 505 112 29 40 12
Claiborne 2,481 1,242 301 47 37 21
Lincoln 1,559 623 78 19 32 16
Ouachita 1,474 598 179 61 39 45
Union 1,439 570 115 29 18 19
Webster 1,618 616 160 32 35 34
Area Total 10, 175 4,154 945 217 201 147
Percent (11.4) (8.4) (5.2) (3.2) (4.6) (3.4)
AREA III (Mississippi
Delta)
Catahoula 1,576 857 239 91 63 96
Concordia 1,444 833 240 73 67 85
East Carroll 2,358 1,289 227 81 86 95
East Feliciana 1,354 776 188 56 43 28
Franklin 4 , 597 2 , 939 1,127 264 1 95 152
Madison 2,232 1,153 237 79 59 176
Morehouse 3,057 2,004 578 119 79 107
Point Coupee 2,222 1,319 552 255 129 135
Richland 3,735 2,318 752 169 134 107
Tensas 1,991 1„223 344 126 63 90
West Carroll 1,986 1,074 394 152 116 120
West Feliciana 1,011 529 290 70 39 27
Area Total 27,563 16,314 5,168 1,535 1,073 1,218
Tsrcent (30.9) (33.2) (28.3) (22.7) (24.7) (28.0)
AREA IV (North and West 1940 1950 1959 1969 1974 1978
Central Cut-Over Area)
Beauregard 369 242 77 57 37 49
Caldwell 486 257 61 34 21 23
Grant 633 342 82 28 17 12
Jackson 731 167 23 7 9 11
LaSalle 164 96 70 21 10 8
Sabine 981 240 126 9 18 21
Vernon 404 159 74 15 13 11
Winn 459 169 34 10 10 10
Area' Total 4,227 1,672 547 181 135 145
Percent (4.7) (3.4) (3.0) (2.7) (3.1) (3.3)
AREA V (Southwest
Rice Area)
Acadia 2,534 1,723 931 317 191 235
Allen 395 209 88 65 47 56
Calcasieu 780 : 19 132 186 139 127
Cameron 480 146 50 58 47 53
Jefferson Davis 987 484 267 287 178 177
Vermilion 1,785 1, 142 524 338 271 268
Area Total 6,961 4,023 1,992 1,251 873 916
Percent (7.8) (8.2) (10.9) (18.5) (20.1) (21.0)
(continued)
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Table 6-B.
—
(Continued)
AREA VI (South Central
La. Mixed Farming)
Avoyelles 3,159
Evangeline 3,249
Lafayette 2,275
St. Landry 5,949
Area Total
Percent
AREA VII (The Sugar
Bowl Area
14,632
(16.4)
1,610
2,07e
1,648
4,567
619
1,154
202
360
285
679
9,903
(20.1)
5,133
(28.1)
1,526
(22.6)
1969
124
106
159
243
632
(14.5)
1974
166
95
575
(13.2)
Ascension 451 141 63 42 34 36
As s unip t ion 201 82 82 94 60 55
Iberia 713 391 190 145 91 87
Ibervi lie 406 227 129 117 83 94
La fourche 478 294 192 162 117 145
St . James 166 77 42 66 57 39
St. John 81 32 13 19 XI 17
St. Martin 1,705 1,267 539 237 123 9)
St. Mary 169 125 90 78 56 43
Terrebonne 301 93 64 60 44 l/i
West Baton Rouge 340 152 95 33 32 28
Area Total 5,011 2,881 1,499 1,053 719 671
Percent (5.6) (5.8) (8.2) (15.6) (16.5) (15.4)
AREA VIII (The
Florida Parishes)
East Baton Rouge 699 310 80 87 54 54
Livingston 624 222 71 14 13 11
St. Helena 727 413 151 31 20 26
Tangipahoa 788 30
1
92 63 67
Washington 1 i 152 660 227 53 26 36
Area Total 4,918 2,393 830 277 176 194
Percent (5.5) (4.9) (4.5) (4.1) (4.0) (4.4)
AREA IX (New Orleans
Truck and Fruit Area)
Jefferson 114 52 18 17 13 18
Plaquemines 109 78 30 28 14 13
St. Bernard 53 25 5 7 3 5
St. Charles 125 67 20 34 42 25
St . Tammany 222 125 21 25 27 29
Area Total 623 347 94 111 99 90
Percent (0.7) (0.7) (0.5) (1.6) (2.3) (2.1)
Statewide Total 89,099 49,179 18,278 6,765 4,345 4,353
Percent* (99.8) (99.9) (100.0) (100. 1) (99.8) (99.9)
*Deviations from 100 percent due to rounding error
.
Compiled from Census of Agriculture for designated years.
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